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Office Action Summary 



Application No. 
09/739,034 



Applicants) 



Examiner 



Art Unit 

1711 




Obrecht et al. 



■^'shortened statutory period for reply is set to expire MONTHISl FROM 

mailing date Of this eommunieation. .u *, ,,ni a reolv witliin the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be consider^^^^ 

. H the period for reply specHied above « tess 'f^t^^^e^dllirapp^ and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the meilinfl date of h., commun,cet,on. 

. „ NO period for rep^ « specif»d above, the max^um P'^^^J^'^f J^^e application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. S 1 33). 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(bl. 

Status 

1 ) K Responsive to communication(s) filed on Sep 18. ^UU^ 

2a) □ This action is FINAL. 



2b) K This action is non-final. 



Disposition of Claims 

4)K nni-^(^) i :^. 4-10. and 13-15 



4a) Of the above, ctaim(s) 
5)D Claim(s)__ 



?)□ Claim(s) . 

8)D Claims ^ — 



is/are pending in the application, 
is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 



Application Papers 
9)0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner 

lOlD The drawing(s) filed on 



is/are a) □ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 



™, ™. ... .nv . ... ..wi.l. ,e E«.lne, 

1 1 )□ The proposed drawing correction filed on __ ^ • 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 
12)D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 ot. ,, c c § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

131K Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a) 

a)K All b)D Some* c)^ None of: 

1 K Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

*See the attached'SSed Office action for a list of the certified copies not receiv . 
UlD Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e). 

a,n The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 
15)D Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§120 and/or 

Attachment(s) ^ ^^^^^.^^ ^^^^^ 3, p^^^, no(s1. 

1 ) □ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

. „ . ,pTn q481 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Appl.cat,on {PTO-1 52) 
21 □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948} LJ 

3) □ information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s}. 6) □ Other: 



U S Patent and Trademark Office 

PTb-326 (Rev. 04-01 ) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No. 6 



Page 2 

Application/Control Number: 09/739,034 
Art Unit: 1711 



1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shallcondude with one or .ore claims part^^^ 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his mvent.on. 

2. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 



invention 



The language, "said styrene/buuuiiene copolymers", lacks antecedence from claim 1 . 
1 Claims 1,2. 4-10, and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
failing to set forth the subject matter which applicant(s) regard as their invention. Evidence that 
claims 1. 2, 4-10, and 13-15 fail to correspond in scope with that which applicants regard as the 
invention canbe found in Paper No. 5. filed September 18.2002. In drat paper, applicants have 
^.ed in response to the prior ar, rejections in view of JP 57-212239 and JP 5-17630 tot 
component A) does not correspond to a liquid diene rubber, and this statement indtcates that the 
invention is different from what is defined in the claims because componem A), as claimed. ,s 
clearly met by liquid diene rubber components. Applicants have provided no explanation as to 
how component A), as claimed, differs from the disclosed liquid diene rubbers. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to R. Sergen. at telephone 

number (703) 308-2982. ^Jj^ JLy^ 

RABONSErtQENT 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



R. Sergent 
November 30, 2002 



